INDEX 


‘ACT OF STATE” DOCTRINE. Sce International Law; Juris- 
diction, 2. 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE. See Federal Regulations; 
Labor, 1; Natural Gas Act; Security Clearance. 


ADMIRALTY. 

Stevedore—Defective equipment—Warranty of workmanlike serv- 
ice — Indemnification—Shipowner may recover indemnity from 
stevedore for breach of implied warranty of workmanlike service 
where stevedore, without negligence, supplied defective equipment 
which injures its own employee who has recovered judgment against 
shipowner for unseaworthiness. Italia Soc. v. Oregon Stevedoring 
Co., p. 315. 


ADULTERATION. See Food and Drugs. 
AIRCRAFT. 


Aircraft piracy—Air commerce—Private aircraft —Aircraft piracy, 
as defined in 49 U. S. C. (Supp. IV) § 1472 (i), includes private air- 
planes within “aircraft in flight in air commerce.” United States v. 
Healy, p. 75. 


ALIENS. See also Denaturalization; Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Deportation—Continuous residence—Seamen—An alien seaman, 
who left the United States on a foreign ship after a deportation 
warrant was issued and then returned to this country, has not had 
continuous residence here since his original entry, within the meaning 
of §249 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. Mrvica v. 
Esperdy, p. 560. 


ANTITRUST ACTS. 


1. Clayton Act—Divestiture—Notice of antitrust charge—Since 
appellees were on nctice of antitrust charge almost from the inception 
of the merger plans, the District Court is directed to order divestiture 
without delay. United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 

2. Clayton Act—Potential supplier—May lessen competition — 
The effect of acquisition by a natural gas company, then the sole 
out-of-state supplier to California, of another major gas company 
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued. 

which had made efforts to enter that market, may be substantially 
to lessen competition. United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., 
p. 651. 

3. Sherman Act—Bank mergers—Adversely affects competition — 
Notwithstanding Comptroller of the Currency approval under the 
Bank Merger Act of 1960, the consolidation of the first and fourth 
largest of six commercial banks in Fayette County, Kentucky, 
adversely affects competition and violates §1 of the Sherman Act. 
United States v. First National Bank, p. 665. 

4. Sherman Act — Competition between parties — Unreasonable 
restraint of trade—Elimination of significant competition between 
merger partners of itself constitutes an unreasonable restraint of 
trade in violation of § 1 of the Sherman Act. United States v. First 
National Bank, p. 665. 

5. Sherman Act—Consent judgments—Consent of Government — 
District Court may not enter consent judgment in antitrust case 
where the Government does not agree thereto. United States v. 
Ward Baking Co., p. 327. 


APPORTIONMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 


ARBITRATION. See also Federal-State Relations; Labor, 2-3. 


Suit to compel arbitration—No-strike clause—Duty to arbitrate — 
There is no inflexible rule that employer’s duty to arbitrate under 
collective bargaining agreement depends upon union’s observance of 
no-strike clause; nor is employer released from duty to arbitrate by 
passage of time resulting from its refusal to do so. Packinghouse 
Workers v. Needham, p. 247. 


ASSEMBLY. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
ASSOCIATIONAL FREEDOM. Sce Constitutional Law, -VI. 


ATTORNEYS. See Foreign Agents Registration Act; Judicial 
Review. 


BANK MERGER ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Tax claims — Interest — After-acquired property.—Federal tax 
claims, not discharged in bankruptcy, bear interest to date of pay- 
ment from after-acquired property. Bruning v. United States, 
p. 358. 


BREACH OF PEACE. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 
CALIFORNIA. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
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CITIZENSHIP. See Denaturalization; Immigration and Nation- 
ality Act. 

CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 

COMMERCE. Sce Food and Drugs; Transportation. 

COMMISSIONERS. See Eminent Domain. 

COMMUNITY PROPERTY. 

U. S. Savings Bonds—Fraud—Beneficiary—Savings bonds pur- 
chased by husband with community funds and registered in his name 
with his brother as beneficiary become brother’s property at death 
of husband, unless purchase was fraud on wife’s property rights, in 
which case brother is entitled to only half the bonds. Yiatchos v. 
Yiatchos, p. 306. 


COMPETITION. See Antitrust Acts. 
COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 
CONFLICT OF LAWS.. Sce International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 
1; VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 
CONSENT JUDGMENTS. 

Consent of Government—Antitrust suit—Sherman Act.—District 
Court may not enter consent judgment in antitrust case where the 
Government does not agree thereto. United States v. Ward Baking 
Co., p. 327. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Contempt; Damages; Four- 
teenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press; Trial. 


I. Due Process. 

Denial of continuance—Discretion of trial judge—Granting of 
continuance is within the discretion of the trial judge and not every 
denial thereof violates due process. Ungar v. Sarafite, p. 575. 


II. Elections. 

Deprivation of right to vote because of race—Act changing bound- 
aries of congressional districts—Evidence not persuasive that racial 
considerations motivated State Legislature in suit brought by voters 
in congressional districts recently reapportioned claiming that appor- 
tionment statute violated Fifteenth Amendment and Due Process 
and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment by 
segregating white and nonwhite citizens in separate districts. Wright 
v. Rockefeller, p. 52. 

III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Racial discrimination—Congressional districts—Evidence not 
persuasive that racial considerations motivated legislature in a suit 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
by voters of four congressional districts claiming that state law 
apportioning districts violated the Fifteenth Amendment and the 
Due Process and Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment by segregating white and nonwhite citizens in separate districts. 
Wright v. Rockefeller, p. 52. 

2. Racial discrimination — Selection of grand jury—Systematic 
exclusion of Negroes from grand juries is denial of equal protection 
of the laws. Arnold v. North Carolina, p. 773. 


IV. Federal-State Relations. 

Military base—-Exclusive jurisdiction—State tazxation—Federal 
Government acquired exclusive jurisdiction over lands donated by 
State now used as military base, and State has no jurisdiction to 
levy tax on property of lessees thereon. Humble Pipe Line Co. v. 
Waggonner, p. 369. 


V. Freedom of the Press. 

Paid advertisement—Public officers—A State cannot under the 
First and Fourteenth Amendments award damages to public officer 
for defamatory falsehood in paid advertisement relating to his official 
conduct unless he proves “actual malice.” New York Times Co. v. 
Sullivan, p. 254. 


VI. Freedom of Speech, Assembly and to Petition for Redress of 
Grievances. 

Expression of unpopular views—Breach of peace—Peaceful ex- 
pression of unpopular views at a place not lawfully proscribed by 
state law is protected from state criminal action by the Fourteenth 
Amendment. Henry v. City of Rock Hill, p. 776. 


VII. Judicial Power. 

Scope—Justiciable questions—Apportionment of congressional dis- 
tricts—In suit by voters under 42 U. S. C. §§ 1983 and 1988 and 
28 U.S. C. § 1343 (3) to redress denial of constitutional rights, com- 
plaint alleging debasement of right to vote due to malapportionment 
of congressional districts in violation of Article I, §2, presents 
justiciable cause of action. Wesberry v. Sanders, p. 1. 


VIII. Search and Seizure. 

1. Hotel room—Incident to arrest —Search of hotel room without 
a warrant can be justified as incident to arrest only if substantially 
contemporaneous and confined to vicinity of arrest. Stoner v. 
California, p. 483. 

2. Search warrant—Hearsay—Inaccuracies—Hearsay, if it pro- 
vides sufficient evidence of probable cause, justifies the issuance of 





INDEX. 979 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 
a search warrant, and minor factual inaccuracies do not destroy prob- 
able cause for a search. Rugendorf v. United States, p. 528. 

3. Unreasonable search—Incident to arrest — Automobiles — 
Search of automobile after it was taken to garage by police, subse- 
quent to arrest of petitioners, was unreasonable, being too remote in 
time and place to be treated as incidental to arrest. Preston v. 
United States, p. 364. 

CONTEMPT. See also Constitutional Law, I. 

1. Criminal contempt — Post-trial hearing — Disqualification of 
judge.—Criticism of court’s rulings and failure to obey court orders 
do not necessarily constitute a personal attack on the trial judge so 
productive of bias as to require his disqualification in post-trial 
contempt proceedings. Ungar v. Sarafite, p. 575. 

2. Criminal contempt—Right to jury trial—Disobedience of Court 
of Appeals’ order.—Alleged contemners have no statutory or consti- 
tutional right to trial by jury for criminal contempt for disobeying 
an order of the Court of Appeals. United States v. Barnett, p. 681. 


CONTRACT CARRIERS. See Transportation, 1. 

CONTRACTS. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 

CRIMINAL LAW. See Aircraft; Constitutional Law, I; III, 2; 
VI; VIII; Contempt, 1-2; Evidence, 1; Food and Drugs; 
Kidnaping; Procedure, 1-2, 6; Trial; Venue. 

CUBA. Sce International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


DAMAGES. See also Constitutional Law, V; Fourteenth Amend- 
ment; Freedom of the Press. 

General verdict—Punitive damages—General damages—Malice — 
State court judgment entered on a general verdict, not differentiating 
between punitive damages, where actual malice must be proved, and 
compensatory damages, where it is “presumed,” requires reversal 
since presumption is inconsistent with federal constitutional require- 
ments. New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 


DECREE. 

See Arizona v. California, p. 340. 

DENATURALIZATION. See also Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Effective date — Deportation — Relation-back. — Relation-back 
theory of 8 U.S. C. § 1451 (a), which provides that a denaturaliza- 
tion order is effective as of the original date of the naturalization, 
does not apply to the general deportation provisions of the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act. Costello v. I. N.8., p. 120. 
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DEPORTATION. See Aliens; Denaturalization; Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS. See International Law; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 

DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1-2; VI. 

DIVESTITURE. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 

DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; Contempt. 

EJUSDEM GENERIS. See Food and Drugs. 

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII. 

ELECTRIC POWER COMPANIES. See Federal Power Act. 


EMINENT DOMAIN. 

Just compensation—Procedure—Report of Commissioners—Com- 
mission appointed by District Court under Rule 71A (h) of Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure to determine just compensation in eminent 
domain proceedings must set forth basis of ultimate findings of value 
in its report. United States v. Merz, p. 192. 


EMPLOYEES. See Federal Regulations; Labor, 1-2; Security 
Clearance; Veterans. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Constitutional Law, 
III. 

ESTATE TAXES. See Taxation. 

EVIDENCE. See also Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 

1. Nonconcurrent sentences—Sufficiency of evidence —Court of Ap- 
peals should consider sufficiency of the evidence to support imposition 
of nonconcurrent sentences for violation of 26 U. 8. C. § 5603 (b) (1) 
and (5), since petitioners had moved for acquittal at close of 
evidence. Michaels v. United States, p. 356. 

2. Trial judge’s findings—Evidence to support—Not own work 
product —Findings of trial judge, although not his own work product, 
will stand if supported by evidence, albeit not as helpful on review 
as if he prepared them himself. United States v. El Paso Natural 
Gas Co., p. 651. 


EXPROPRIATION. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
FEDERAL POWER ACT. 


Federal regulation—Interstate commerce—Sales at wholesale — 
Under 16 U. 8. C. § 824 (b) Federal Power Commission, which has 
jurisdiction over all wholesale sales of power in interstate commerce 
not specifically exempted by Federal Power Act, has authority to 
regulate sale of electric energy, partly from out-of-state, to munici- 
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FEDERAL POWER ACT—Continued. 


pality which resells bulk thereof. Federal Power Comm’n v. Southern 
Cal. Edison, p. 205. 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION. See Natural Gas Act. 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS. 

Security clearance—Revised regulation—Exhaustion of adminis- 
trative remedies——Claim by employee of government contractor for 
loss of earnings resulting from revocation of government security 
clearance should be considered under federal regulations existing at 
time claim matured, and administrative remedies under later and 
substantially revised regulation need not be exhausted. Greene v. 
United States, p. 149. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Arbitration; Consti- 
tutional Law, IV; Labor, 3. 

Labor Management Relations Act—Concurrent jurisdiction State 

court exercising concurrent jurisdiction under § 301 (a) of Labor Man- 


agement Relations Act applies federal substantive law. Packinghouse 
Workers v. Needham, p. 247. 


FIFTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1. 


FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, V; VI; Dam- 
ages; Fourteenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press. 


FOOD AND DRUGS. 

Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act—Adulteration—W arehouseman— 
Commerce.——Criminal information alleging holding of food by public 
storage warehouseman, after interstate shipment and before ultimate 
sale, under insanitary conditions in building accessible to rodents, 
birds and insects, where it may have become contaminated with filth, 
charges an offense under 21 U. S. C. § 331 (k). United States v. 
Wiesenfeld Warehouse Co., p. 86. 


FOREIGN AGENTS REGISTRATION ACT. See also Judicial 
Review. 

Registration of attorneys for foreign government—Private and 
nonpolitical activity—Financial or mercantile activity—The services 
of an attorney, including litigation, for a foreign government are not 
“financial or mercantile” nor is the foreign government’s interest in 
the litigation “private and nonpolitical” and so the attorney must 
register under the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938. 
Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, p. 605. 


FOREIGN GOVERNMENT. See Foreign Agents Registration 
Act; Judicial Review. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
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FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See also Constitutional Law, 
I-III; V-VI; Damages; Freedom of the Press. 


State action—State rule of law—State courts—State court’s appli- 
cation of rule of law, whether statutory or not, to award judgment 
in civil action, is “state action” under the Fourteenth Amendment. 
New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 

FOURTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 

FRAUD. See Community Property. 

FREEDOM OF ASSEMBLY. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS. See also Constitutional Law, V: 
Damages; Fourteenth Amendment. ’ 

Public officers — Libel — Paid advertisement — Actual malice — 
Factual error, content defamatory of official position, or both, in 
paid advertisement, are insufficient to warrant curbing free expres- 
sion, and will not support libel suit by public official unless actual 
malice is proved. New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, p. 254. 
GRAND JURIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 

HOTELS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. Sce Community Property. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. See also Aliens; 
Denaturalization. 

Deportation—Aliens—S8 U. S. C. § 1251 (a) (4), which provides 
for deportation of an alien who is convicted of two crimes involving 
moral turpitude, only permits deportation of one who was an alien 
at time of convictions. Costello v. I. N.S., p. 120. 


INFORMERS. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Trial. 
INJUNCTIONS. See Contempt, 2; Patents; Unfair Competition. 
INTEREST. See Bankruptcy. 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. See also Jurisdiction, 2. 

Foreign sovereign—“Act of state” doctrine—Expropriation—“Act 
of state” doctrine, which precludes judicial inquiry into public 
acts of a recognized foreign sovereign in its territory, applies to a 


foreign expropriation decree even if violative of usual international 
law. Banco Nacional de Cuba v. Sabbatino, p. 398. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. Sce Federal Power Act. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. See Transporta- 
tion, 1-3. 
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INVENTION. See Patents; Unfair Competition. 
JUDGES. See Constitutional Law, I; Contempt, 1; Evidence, 2. 


JUDGMENTS. See Antitrust Acts, 5; Consent Judgments; Pro- 
cedure, 6. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW. See also Evidence; Foreign Agents Regis- 
tration Act; Labor, 1. ‘ 

Registration under Foreign Agents Registration Act—Completion 
of registration form—Not ripe for adjudication—Where petitioners 
have made no attempt to determine which questions on government 
registration form must be answered and where the Government 
admits the inapplicability of some questions, the issue as to the 
extent of disclosure required of attorneys under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act is not ripe for adjudication. Rabinowitz v. 
Kennedy, p. 605. 

JURISDICTION. See also International Law. 

1. District Courts—Suits to redress denial of constitutional rights— 
Unequal apportionment of congressional districts —District Court has 
jurisdiction to entertain suit by voters under 42 U.S. C. §§ 1983 and 
1988 and 28 U. S. C. § 1343 (3) to redress denial of constitutional 
rights, claiming debasement of right to vote due to malapportionment 
of congressional districts, in violation of Article I, §2. Wesberry v. 
Sanders, p. 1. 

2. Foreign sovereign—Access to courts—Reciprocity—The priv- 
ilege accorded to a recognized foreign sovereign, not at war with 
the United States, to resort to our courts, is not dependent on 
reciprocity of treatment. Banco Nacional de Cuba v. Sabbatino, 
p. 398. 

JURY. See Contempt, 2. 
JUST COMPENSATION. See Eminent Domain. 
KENTUCKY. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 


KIDNAPING. 

Federal Kidnaping Act—Nonpecuniary motive—lIllegal purpose — 
Under 18 U. S. C. §1201 offense not limited to kidnapings for 
pecuniary gain nor to those where underlying purpose for which 
kidnaping is done is illegal. United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

LABOR. See also Admiralty; Arbitration; Federal-State Rela- 
tions. 

1. Certification proceedings—Joint employers—Reviewability of 
order.—Order by the National Labor Relations Board in certifica- 
tion proceedings under § 9 (c) of the National Labor Relations Act 
for election by employees of joint employers is not a final order and 
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LABOR—Continued. 
thus not reviewable under §10(e) and (f) of the Act. Boire v. 
Greyhound Corp., p. 473. 

2. Labor Management Relations Act—Arbitration—Disappearance 
of employer by merger—Rights of employees under collective bar- 
gaining agreement are not automatically lost by disappearance of 
employer via merger, and in appropriate circumstances the successor 
employer may be required to arbitrate under the contract. John 
Wiley & Sons v. Livingston, p. 543. 

3. Labor Management Relations Act—Suit to compel arbitration— 
No-strike clause——Union’s alleged breach of no-strike clause in col- 
lective bargaining agreement did not relieve employer of duty under 
such agreement to arbitrate; employer can pursue claim for damages 
for breach of no-strike clause in state court. Packinghouse Workers 
v. Needham, p. 247. 

4. National Labor Relations Act—Primary picketing—Picketing at 
railroad entrance gate to plant—Primary picketing under § 8 (b) (4) 
of the National Labor Relations Act includes the right to picket the 
railroad entrance gate to the struck plant. Steelworkers v. Labor 
Board, p. 492. 


LIBEL. See Constitutional Law, V; Damages; Fourteenth 
Amendment; Freedom of the Press. 


LONGSHOREMEN. See Admiralty. 
MANDAMUS. See Procedure, 2; Venue. 
MARITAL DEDUCTION. See Taxation. 
MERGERS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-4; Labor, 2. 
MILITARY SERVICE. Sce Veterans. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Contempt, 2. 

MOTOR CARRIERS. See Transportation, 1. 
NATIONAL BANKS. See Antitrust Acts, 3-4. 
NATURAL GAS. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
NATURAL GAS ACT. 


Certificate of convenience and necessity—Maintenance of price con- 
ditions—Proposed price changes—lIssuance by the Federal Power 
Commission of temporary certificate of public convenience and neces- 
sity under §7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act may be conditioned on 
maintenance of prescribed price during the temporary period; and 
producer can file proposed price changes under §4 only after the 
issuance of permanent or unconditional temporary certificate. 
Federal Power Comm’n v. Hunt, p. 515. 
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NATURALIZATION. See Denaturalization; Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 


NEGLIGENCE. See Admiralty. 
NEGROES. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1-2; VI. 
NORTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


PATENTS. 

1. Invalidity of design patent—Copying—State unfair competition 
law.—Design not entitled to design patent may be copied at will and 
suit under state unfair competition law for injunction against or 
damages for copying is in conflict with federal patent law. Compco 
Corp. v. Day-Brite Lighting, p. 234. 

2. Invalidity of patent—State unfair competition law—Copying — 
State unfair competition law cannot support injunction against or 
damages for copying products invalidly patented, as such use of 
state law would conflict with federal patent law. Sears, Roebuck & 
Co. v. Stiffel Co., p. 225. 


PICKETING. See Labor, 4. 
PIPELINES. See Antitrust Acts, 1-2. 
PROCEDURE. See also Contempt; Evidence, 1; Labor, 1; Venue. 

1. Supreme Court—Certiorari—Dismissal for lack of jurisdiction— 
Not final judgment —wWrit of certiorari dismissed for lack of juris- 
diction since denial of preliminary hearing by state court is not 
“final” judgment under 28 U.S. C. § 1257. Arceneaux v. Louisiana, 
p. 336. 

2. Court of Appeals—Transfer of venue—Federal Rules of Crim- 
inal Procedure—District Court’s use of an inappropriate factor in 
denying transfer of venue of criminal prosecution does not empower 
Court of Appeals to exercise the discretionary function given the 
trial judge under Rule 21 (b) of Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure 
by mandamusing the transfer itself. Platt v. Minnesota Mining, 
p. 240. 


3. District Courts—Transfer of civil action—No change in govern- 
ing state law—Where action is properly brought in transferor Dis- 
trict Court and where defendant seeks a transfer under § 1404 (a) of 
the Judicial Code of 1948, change of venue should not be accom- 
panied by a change in the governing state law. Van Dusen v. 
Barrack, p. 612. 

4. District Courts—Transfer of civil action—“Where it might have 
been brought.”—“Where it might have been brought” in § 1404 (a) 
of the Judicial Code of 1948 is construed with reference to federal 
venue laws setting forth the districts where such actions “may be 





986 INDEX. 


PROCEDURE —Continued. 
brought,” and not with reference to the laws of the State where the 
transferee District Court is located. Van Dusen v. Barrack, p. 612. 

5. Eminent domain—Just compensation—Report of commis- 
sioners—Commission appointed by District Court under Rule 71A (h) 
of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure to determine just compensation 
in eminent domain proceedings must set forth basis of ultimate 
findings of value in its report. United States v. Merz, p. 192. 

6. Time for taking appeal in criminal case—Effect of petition for 
rehearing.—Under Rule 11 (2) of this Court, providing that criminal 
appeal from District Court to this Court must be filed within 30 
days after entry of “judgment or order” appealed from, timely filing 
of petition for rehearing renders judgment nonfinal for appeal pur- 
poses, and 30-day period runs from date of denial of rehearing 
petition. United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

PUBLIC OFFICERS. See Constitutional Law, V; Damages; 
Fourteenth Amendment; Freedom of the Press. 


PUERTO RICANS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1. 

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 
1-2; VI. 

RAILROADS. See Labor, 4; Transportation, 2-3. 

RATES. See Transportation, 2. 

REAL PROPERTY. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

RECOGNITION. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 

REHEARING. See Procedure, 6. 

RESIDENCE. See Aliens. 

RULES. See Contempt, 2; Procedure, 2, 5-6. 

SAVINGS BONDS. See Community Property. 

SEAMEN. See Aliens. 

SEARCH AND SEIZURE. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; Trial. 

SEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty. 

SECURITY CLEARANCE. 

Federal regulations—Contractor employees—Administrative pro- 
cedure-—Claim by employee of government contractor for loss of 
earnings resulting from revocation of government security clearance 
should be considered under the federal regulations existing at time 
claim matured, and administrative remedies under later and substan- 


tially revised regulation need not be exhausted. Greene v. United 
States, p. 149. 
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SENIORITY. Sce Veterans. 

SENTENCE. See Evidence, 1. 

SHERMAN ACT. Sce Antitrust Acts, 3-5. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. See Constitutional Law, VI. 
SOVEREIGNTY. Sce International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 
STEVEDORES. Sce Admiralty. 

STRIKES. See Arbitration; Federal-State Relations; Labor, 3-4. 
SUGAR. See International Law; Jurisdiction, 2. 


TAXATION. See also Bankruptcy; Constitutional Law, IV. 

Estate taxr— Widow’s allowance— Marital deduction. — Since 
widow’s allowance, which is determined as of time of decedent’s death, 
may be defeated by her death or remarriage, it is terminable within 
the meaning of § 812 (e)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1939. Jackson v. United States, p. 503. 


TRANSFERS OF ACTION. See Procedure, 2-4; Venue. 


TRANSPORTATION. 

1. Contract carriers—Conversion to common carriers—Limited 
certificate —When Interstate Commerce Commission converts a con- 
tract carrier permit to a common carrier certificate it can impose only 
those restrictions under which carrier was operating before conversion. 
United States v. Montgomery, Inc., p. 389. 

2. Interstate Commerce Commission—Railroad rates—National 
Transportation Policy—In a hearing under §4 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act it was error for the Interstate Commerce Commission 
not to consider appellants’ claims that the proposed rates violated 
other sections of the Act and were contrary to the National Trans- 
portation Policy. Mechling Barge Lines v. United States, p. 375. 

3. Interstate Commerce Commission — Railroads — Intrastate 
trains—Discontinuance of unprofitable intrastate passenger trains 
may be authorized by Interstate Commerce Commission under 49 
U.S. C. § 13a (2) as burden on interstate commerce, without giving 
effect to prosperity of intrastate operations of carrier as a whole, or 
any portion thereof. Southern R. Co. v. North Carolina, p. 93. 


TRIAL. See also Constitutional Law, I; III, 2; VIII, 2; Contempt. 

Criminal cases—Informers—Disclosure of identity—Petitioner’s 
claim that he was entitled to informer’s name to defend self at trial 
is rejected where first raised in reply brief on appeal, his previous 
request having been only in support of motion to suppress the 
evidence. Rugendorf v. United States, p. 528. 
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UNFAIR COMPETITION. 


1. Invalidity of design patent—State law—Copying.—Design not 
entitled to design patent may be copied at will and suit under state 
unfair competition law for injunction against or damages for copying 
is in conflict with federal patent law. Compco Corp. v. Day-Brite 
Lighting, p. 234. 

2. Invalidity of patent—Copying—State law—State unfair com- 
petition law cannot support injunction against or damages for copy- 
ing products invalidly patented, as such use of state law would 
conflict with federal patent law. Sears, Roebuck & Co. v. Stiffel Co., 
p. 225. 


UNSEAWORTHINESS. See Admiralty. 


VENUE. See also Procedure, 2-4. 


Transfer of venue—Criminal prosecution—Corporate defendant — 
In determining proper venue in multi-venue criminal case, location of 
main office or “home” of corporate defendant has no independent 
significance in deciding if transfer is “in the interest of justice.” 
Platt v. Minnesota Mining, p. 240. 


VETERANS. 
1. Reemployment—Seniority rights—Universal Military Training 


and Service Act—Reemployed veteran is entitled, upon completion 
of work period, to seniority as of date he would have completed such 
period but for absence in military service. Tilton v. Missouri P. R. 
Co., p. 169. 

2. Seniority rights—Advancement—Universal Military Training 
and Service Act—Reemployed veteran’s otherwise automatic ad- 
vancement did not lack reasonable foreseeability: so as to defeat his 
claim to seniority because of possibility that balance between the 
supply and demand of labor at certain point and date would have 
prevented such advancement. Brooks v. Missouri P. R. Co., p. 182. 


VOTERS. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 1; VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 
WAREHOUSEMAN. See Food and Drugs. 


WORDS. 

1. “Aircraft piracy.”—Federal Aviation Act, § 902 (i); 49 U.S. C. 
(Supp. IV) § 1472 (i). United States v. Healy, p. 75. 

2. “Financial or mercantile.”—Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
§3 (d); 22 U.S.C. (Supp. IV) § 613 (d). Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, 
p. 605. 

3. “In the interest of justice.’—Rule 21 (b), Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure. Platt v. Minnesota Mining, p. 240. 
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4, “Line of commerce.’”—Clayton Act, §7; 15 U. S. C. §18. 
United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 

5. “Primary picketing.”—National Labor Relations Act, § 8 (b) (4); 
29 U.S. C. (Supp. IV) § 158 (b) (4). Steelworkers v. Labor Board, 
p. 492. 

6. “Private and nonpolitical.”—Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
§3 (d); 22 U.S.C. (Supp. IV) §613 (d). Rabinowitz v. Kennedy, 
p. 605. 

7. “Purchased.”—Article I, § 8, cl. 17, United States Constitution. 
Humble Pipe Line Co. v. Waggonner, p. 369. 

8. “Residence in the United States continuously.”—Immigration 
and Nationality Act, § 249; 8 U. 8. C. §1259. Mrvica v. Esperdy, 
p. 560. 

9. “Sale of electric energy at wholesale in interstate commerce.” — 
Federal Power Act, § 201 (b); 16 U.S. C. § 824 (b). Federal Power 
Comm’n v. Southern Cal. Edison, p. 205. 

10. “Section of the country.”—Clayton Act, §7; 15 U.S.C. § 18. 
United States v. El Paso Natural Gas Co., p. 651. 

11. “Terminate or fail.”—Internal Revenue Code of 1939, § 812 (e) 
(1) (B); 26 U. S. C. (1952 ed.) §812 (e) (1) (B). Jackson v. 
United States, p. 503. 


12. “Where it might have been brought.”—Judicial Code of 1948, 
§ 1404 (a); 28 U. S. C. § 1404 (a). Van Dusen v. Barrack, p. 612. 

13. “Without loss of seniority.”—Universal Military Training and 
Service Act, §9 (c) (1); 50 U. S. C. App. § 459 (c) (1). Tilton v. 
Missouri P. R. Co., p. 169. 
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